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which can be instrumental in the co-operative task of social
reconstruction.

At present the universities do not directly provide instruction
which is directly helpful in either way. Consequently an Adult
Education Movement which aims at retailing the culture of the
universities is not socially relevant to the needs of our time.
Voltaire tells us that in 1612 the chemists of the Sorbonne were
compelled by the Parliament of Paris to confine their teaching
within the limits of Aristotle's doctrine on pain of death and
confiscation of goods. The mediaeval rubbish taught as economics
in our universities is a survival of the Aristotelian belief that a
science can be built up from a foundation of self-evident prin-
ciples. Strong social pressure supported by a powerful popular
movement forced our universities to abandon the chemistry of
self-evident principles and establish it as a factual science. Nothing
less will compel our universities to undertake the task of teaching
and promoting a factual science of wealth.

The strength of the Marxist position lies in the fact that Marxists
recognize this. As I see it, their weakness is that they do not offer
a much better alternative. I believe that in the past the importance
of Marx has been grossly underrated by the academically trained.
A totally exaggerated confidence m his teaching is the natural
reaction of the rising generation, who recognize that Marx was
often more wise than his contemporaries. For the general attitude
of Marx to social change very much may be said. I myself should
be willing to call myself a Marxist in the same sense that I am
a Darwinian. I can call myself a Darwinian conscientiously,
because we all regard Darwin as the beginning rather than the
end of a new chapter in biology. No one who calls himself a
Darwinian need now hesitate to point out that Darwin's
contemporary Mendel was decisively right on issues about which
Darwin was demonstrably wrong. The danger of Marxism
as a popular movement lies in the fact that it is a closed system.
None of his more vocal disciples treat the teachings of Marx
as a scientific hypothesis which must live dangerously, like
other scientific hypotheses. Consequently Marxism is not, as